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Honorable Bud Cramer
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Dear Congressman Cramer:
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This is in reply to your letters of February 19 and 22, 1993, in which you
inquired on behalf of several of your constituents regarding the Notice of
Proposed Rule Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992).
This Notice proposes comprehensive changes to the Commission's Rules governing
the private land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below
512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RIC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RIC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your
constituents' concerns into account when we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quality of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding.
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding.
rules to be issued in 1994.

Your constituents'
We expect final

~~~~~
Richard J. Shiben
Chief, Land Mobile & Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau
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·BUD GRAMER
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403 FRANKLIN STREET
HUNTSVILLE, AL 35801

(205) 551-0190

737 EAST AVALON AVENUE

MUSCLE SHOALS, AL 35661
(205) 381-3450

MORGAN COUNTY COURTHOUSE

Box 668
DECATUR, AL 35602

(2051 355-9400

Mrs. Lou Sizemore
Congressional Liaison Specialist

I Federal Communications Commission
1919 M st NW Ste 857
Washington, D.C. 20554-0002

Dear Mrs. Sizemore:

Please find the additiona1. the enclosed letters that I have
received regarding Federal Communications Commission (FCC), PR Docket
92-235 currently under consideration by the FCC.

I am respectfully requesting that you peruse the enclosed
letters and supply me with written documentation addressing the
concerns raised by my constituents. Furthermore, I am respectfully
requesting that you provide me with any information available
regarding PR Docket 92-235 in order to keep my interested
constituency informed as to the status of this Docket.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

~relY,

B~r
Member of Congress

BC:nrb
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Fred W. Hauck
1235 Brandywine Lane

Decatur, Alabama, 35601
February 4, 1993

The Honorable Bud Cramer
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington D.C. 20515

Dear Sir:

I am writing in regard to PR Docket 92-235. I am a 49 year old
engineer and have been involved in the radio control airplane
hobby for about 8 years. It is the most enjoyable hobby that I
have ever been involved in, and has provided a great deal of
satisfaction, relaxation, and fellowship. I am an active member
the the Decatur Model Airplane Club here in Decatur, a club which
has about 80 members.

I currently own three radios with a total value of about $600, and
planes and equipment worth about $2000. About two years ago I
paid to have my three radios upgraded to the "1991" frequency
standards. It was my understanding at the time that this extra
investment in my equipment would be all that would be required in
the foreseeable future. The changes proposed in PR Docket 92-235 1

however, would make these radios obsolete. Since I cannot afford
to purchase new radios, I would be forced to give up the hobby.
Those better able to afford the new radios would purchase them;
all made in Japan, of course.

The only other option would be to continue using the radios that
I have. This would be very dangerous, since the new channels
proposed in 92-235 would interfere with the channels that my
radios are on. This would cause a loss of control I resulting in
the destruction of the airplane and, more importantly, damage or
injury i9.057 Tm
(interfere)Tj
149 0 0 11.6 240.5 504.453 26T11.ev 11.6 215.8394 290.16722Tm
(a)3ury



In summary, I do not want to lose my hobby, my investment in
planes and equipment, or see the pUblic endangered. Please oppose
the proposed rule.

Fred W. Hauck



JAMES M. WEEMS, ill
1777 Tall Oak Circle

Birmingham, Alabama 35235

February 9. 1993

Mr. Robert Cramer
House of Representatives
Washington. D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Cramer:

For the past thirty-two years I have been involved in the building and flying of radio controlled
airplanes. The majority of the planes I fly are referred to as "giant scale"; which is indeed a well suited
reference as in many cases the model (radio controlled) airplane is reproduced at one-quarter scale the
actual plane copied. Planes of this size. although considered by many as a "toy". are powered by
gasoline chain saw engines which can be extremely dangerous when coupled with an unreliable radio unit.
For this reason, I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The Proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted, the new
rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model "use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now, the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I understand that of the
fifty frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only nineteen
frequencies will be available for use if the proposed rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety
of the operators and bystanders and the protection of the property. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and
the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much
as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator
to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds
of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure
a safe flying environment.



February 9, 1993
Page Two

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as
business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby and pastime by not allowing the FCC
to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

fr~
James M. Weems, ill



[lear Mr. Cramer :

r am very concer~ed about orooosed rules that are current!'! under consIderatIon bv the Federal
Ccmm~~ications CommISSion (FCCi. The oroceedinq is PR 00cket 92-:35. It adoDted~ the new rules
will Qreatlv reduce the usabilitv Ot trequencies currently assigned tor madel use and increase
the ri;K o~ ~:cidents and attendant iiabilitv tor controlling made! alrolanes.

l!'1e Han.Jf 3.b 1e ::Ld C:ra;~er

~J2t Lcn~~crt~ HCU52 Gitice 81d~.

Independence HV2.

t~a;h ~n~t:~n. DC :(:'515

Now the FCC wants to c~eate more iand mobile frequencies bv solittinq them into narrower
bandWIdths and rearrangIng the band olan. As a result~ many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frecuenCles and cause interference to radio control ooerations. I am
told that of the 50 frecuencIEs that are oresently available for radIO control of model
airola~es. onlv 19 freauencies will be left if these new rules are adccted.

Our radio centrel treau~ncies are In the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used tor
orIvate iand mobile dlsoatch aoeratIons. However. our radIO control treauencies in this band are
far enough aoart from the land mobile frequencIes that we have been able to share the band
wit~=ut either ~ser InterferinQ with the other.

"'

r r.ave been Inte~ested In aVIatIon ter as lonQ as I can remember. am very active in a local
clu~ whose membe~s en.10'l constructiro and oceratlnQ radIO controiled moce1 aIrplanes.

When we flv our model aIrolanes under radio contral ! we go to great iengths to assure the safety
Ot the ccerators and bvstanders and the protection of orooertv. Manv of our safety precautions
Inv8:ve the caref~l coordination and use of the radIO control freouencIes. If the number of
usable frecuencIes lS diminIshed as orcoosed bv the FCC. the remaIning freQuencies will become
c:n~ested and the mar~in of safetv will be qreatlv decreased.

Please understard that many made! airplanes have wrnq soans liO to 10 feet and weiah as much as 30
;:n- ~(, DQund3. The :nodels them·:21 yes are exoenSl ve to bui 1d: but more to the Doint! thev are
cao2ofe 81 CaUSlnq property da~age~ seriOUS in.jurv~ or even death iT radio inte~ference causes
the ODeratG~ to iese control of the cratt. We often flv our models at organIzed events and
contests where hundreds of coerators participate. We need the use at cur full complement of
radro freauenCIes in order to assure a safe flyIng environment.

Ple~se he:: me contlnue the SatE en.1QVment Ot mv oastlme tv not al1owlno the FCC to carrv out its
8r'::::~3~ 3 ;':r the 7=-7.~ MH~ b.~nf~.

Sli"'!cerelv.

r de not thrnk it IS WIse oi the FCC to seek to imorave the ooeratina cGndi~ons Ot land mobile
rajlC users at the exoense of radio control modelers. The FCC rnav not think we are as Important
as bUSIness users Ot radios •. but we have a conSIderable investment in our models and in our
radiJ enu:Dment. The hobby provides many hours of en.Joyment to thousands af people like myself
and contrIbutes to the advancement and develcoment at the commerCIal aviation industry.
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ihe H'JnorabJ e Bud Cramer
~~31 LcnGworth Hau~e uiiice Bldg.
!nceoencence Hve.
Wa~h~nqtQn. DC 20515

Dear Mr. Cramer :

I have been Interested in aYiation for as lonq as I can remember. I am very active in a local
club whose members en.l0V construct Ina and ooeratlng radIo controlled ilIodel airplanes.

I am very concerned about oropasec rules that are current I v under consideration bv the Federal
Commu~ications CQmmis~iQn (FeCi. The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ii adopted~ the new rules
will qre~tlv red~ce the usability Ot freauencies currently assiqned ior model use and increase
the fISk Q~ accidents and attend~1t liability for controlling model airolanes.

Our radio ccntrel frecuencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is orimarilv used for
orivate iand mobile dlsoatch operations. However~ our radio control freauencies in this band are
~ar enough aoart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either user Interferin~ with the other.

New the FCC wants to c~eate more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band alan. As a result~ many land mobile frequencies will move
c!aser to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control ooerations. I am
told that of the 50 frequencies that are oresently available for radio control of model
airala~es. onlv 19 frecuencies will be left if these new rules are adapted.

When we fly our mede? airplanes under radio control ~ we go to great lengths to assure the safety
of the cceratcrs and bystanders and the protection of prooertv. Many oi cur safety precautions
inv8)ve the careful coordination and use of the radio control freouencies. If the number of
usable freouencies is diminished as orooosed by the FCC. the remaining frequencies will become
conoested and the marsin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that manv model airplanes have winq soans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 aound;. The models themselves are expensive to build: but more to the ooint~ they are
cacab!e ar causing crocerty damage. serious injury, or even death it radio interrerence causes
the ooerator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our iull complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

! de nat thInk it IS wise of the FCC to seek to improve the ooeratinq conditons of land mobile
radIO users at the exoense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users ai radios. but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio 2auioment. The hobbY provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself
and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industrv.

Please helo me contInue the safe enJoyment of my pastime bv not allowin; the FCC to carry out its
oreocsa!; fer the 7:-76 MHz band.

Slncerelv. fr I BoX
A)cl-v itJ/\);t L



February 9, 1993
The Honorable Bud Cramer
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Cramer:

As a small boy I was facinated with airplanes and flight, and always wanted to have a
remote control airplane. My parents didn't have the money to buy a remote control airplane for
me when I was a child, but my fascination with flight continued. One day my wife and I were
driving down the road, and noticed a remote control airplane hobby shop in a small shopping mall.
We stopped at the hobby shop, and I asked her to be patient with me as I looked at the various
airplane kits, radios, and engines. A few months later I was delighted when one of the Christmas
presents my wife had given to me was a remote control airplane kit. I have been absolutely
hooked on building and flying remote control airplanes ever since.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted,
the new rules will greatly reduce the number of frequencies currently assigned for remote control
model airplane use. The reduction in frequencies assigned for remote control use will increase the
risk of accidents and injury, significantly reduce the pleasure derived from flying remote control
airplanes, and cost most modellers a significant amount of money to replace radio equipment.

I joined one of the local "RC" (remote control) clubs, and was delighted with the club
members' interest in safety and helping each other. The proposed change in frequency allocations
would significantly reduce the number of frequencies available to the RC enthusiast (by more than
50%), and would drastically decrease safety by causing the remaining frequencies to be much
more congested. Considering that many model airplanes have a wingspan of over 5 feet and fly at
speeds of 50 to 250 miles per hour, I think safety is a serious concern.

One of the largest cost involved in flying model airplanes is the remote control radio. If
PR Docket 92-235 is adopted, I will lose a sizable investment in radio equipment that is no longer
usable. It would be very frustrating to have to buy new radio equipment for my mpdel airplanes,
especially now that my wife and I have a 4 month old baby boy to take care of (and therefore
much more important things to spend money on).

The reduced number of frequencies will also reduce the pleasure and relaxation derived
from flying model airplanes. The reduced number of frequencies will mean that model enthusiast
will have to take turns with an even greater number of other model enthusiasts who have radios
on the same frequency. I get very tired of having to wait in lines at the grocery store, in long lines
of traffic, and at the local Wal-mart. Please don't make me have to wait in long lines to get a
chance to fly my airplane too!

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of a wonderful hobby by not allowing the FCC
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz frequency band CPR Docket 92-235)

Sincerely,

David Beck
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BUD CRAMER
5TH DI~TRICT. ALABAMA

1318 LONGWORTH BUILDING
WASHINGTON, DC 20515-0105

(202) 225-4801

Mrs. Lou Sizemore
Congressional Liaison specialist
Federal Communications commission
1919 M st NW Ste 857
Washington, D.C. 20554-0002

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS
AND TRANSPORTATION

COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE,
SPACE, AND TECHNOLOGY

SELECT COMMITTEE ON
CHILDREN, YOUTH, AND FAMILIES

(:ongrt55 of tbt Wnittb 8tatt5
0
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~OU~t of l\tprt~tntatibe~ ftv /

Masbington, iD€ 20515-0105 :v))
February 22, 1993 qJ/
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403 FRANKLIN STREET
HUNTSVIllE, AL 35801

(2051 55' -0 190

737 EAST AVALON AVENUE

MUSCLE SHOALS, AL 35661
(205) 381-3450

MORGAN COUNTY COURTHOUSE

Box 668
DECATUR, AL 35602

(205) 355-9400

Dear Mrs. Sizemore:

Please find the additional the enclosed letters that I have
received regarding Federal Communications commission (FCC), PR Docket
92-235 currently under consideration by the FCC.

I am respectfully requesting that you peruse the enclosed
letters and supply me with written documentation addressing the
concerns raised by my constituents. Furthermore, I am respectfully
requesting that you provide me with any information available
regarding PR Docket 92-235 in order to keep my interested
constituency informed as to the status of this Docket.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Congress

BC:nrb
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2 February, 1993

The Honorable Bud Kramer
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

t1=fB 181993

Dear Representative Kramer:

I

I am an Engineer in Huntsville, Alabama and enjoy as a
recreational hobby the sport of flying radio controlled (RC)
miniature aircraft as do the 70 or so other members of the
Rocket City Radio Controllers (RCRC). My interest and
involvement in this hobby have lead me to purchase four radio
systems. I have updated all of my radio equipment to the
latest standards of the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and the Academy of Hodel Aeronautics (AHA) in an
attempt to minimize risk of property damage and, more
importantly, physical harm to people.

I am very concerned that the FCC is now proposing a rule
change which will negate the efforts of myself, the AMA, and
the many manufacturers of hobby radio equipment. PR Docket
92-235, if adopted, will create significant personal and
commercial economic impacts and an unacceptable safety
hazard.

The proposed rule change will place an additional four
commercial channels in between the channels in our lower band
bringing the total to five. A recent equipment upgrade,
which was quite expensive to modelers nationwide, has
resulted in equipment which .can for the most part coexist
with the one commercial channel in between our channels.
seriously doubt that the hobby industry will be able to
develop low cost equipment to accommodate the situation which
would result from PR Docket 92-235 and the modelers as
individuals are unlikely to be able to afford another
equipment upgrade so soon after the last.

I think you will find that RC modelers are an extremely
safety conscious group. Frequency control at flying sites is
very sophisticated and procedural conduct is quite strict. I
sincerely hope you will join us in our efforts to maintain
the safety of our sport by opposing PR Docket 92-235 on the
basis of preventing a serious safety hazard to those whom you
represent.

Sincerely,

Glen Roberts
2074 Marinawoods Dr.
Huntsville, Alabama 35803
(205) 880-1012



February 9, 1993

The Honorable Robert Cramer
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Cramer:

For the past several years. I have been an avid modeler of radio controlled airplanes. Over the years. my financial
involvement has grown; I now own thousands of dollars worth of models, radios, tools, and accessories. For the last two
years, I have been flying radio controlled airplanes competitively. I am a member of a club that is comprised of more
than 100 members; there are several other clubs of a similar size in the areas that surround Huntsville. Radio controlled
models support many businesses in the Nort.h Alabama area.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and will increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 to 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies
that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging
the band plan. As a result. many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and will cause
interference to radio control of model operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio
control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the
radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining
frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The
models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point. they are capable of causing property damage, serious
injury. or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at
organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think that it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the
expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think that we are as important as business users of radios, but we
have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment
to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its pro(X>sals for the 72
to 76 M~z band.

Sincerely,

LJhr-·~-
Glenn W. Baeske
Madison, Alabama



Represenative Robert Cramer
Washington D.C.

Dear Robert Cramer:

REF. PR DOCKET 92-235

I am writing in reference to the real location of remote
control frequencies.

I understand that some of the remote control frequencies
would be subject to interference. I have several radios with
over $1000 invested. It would be a finical burden to replace
or alter the radios. Worse there may be a sgfet~ problem due
to other radios drifting to our frequency. An uncontrolled
model weighing 20 pounds and flying 50 MPH is a definite
threat!

Please do not relinquish ~ frequencies to others.

Thank you
Michael CI ifford
111 Fairington Rd.
Huntsvi lIe AI.
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ashinston; D%C: 20515
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On 30 January 1993! I received a etter rom the Rcade~~ of
Model Aeronautics (hereafter r'effered 0 15 !! h2 R~lR:i) conserning
the !;Notice of Proposed Rule Making" ( PRM-PR Docket 92-235):

I a~ a retired handicapped vetern and spend man~ 2njo~able

;-:t-,rt"~··..: (!::-Si·;:£i:;:., bt)'l [I~:n:~.l .?.nd flyin';J R.:.di.D Ccr:t.:···oled Nodeis .;.:=. I.:JE·ll

a~. Control Line and small hand launched fflodels~ M~ son (Lifet.i~e

~s~be~). ~~ grands00! m~ granddaught€r and I are r€gi~.t2red and
lic2ns~d memb2rs of th~ AHA, W~; as a famil~} enjoj ~an~

plelsureable hours together with this hobby: We att2nd several l!out
of tcwn i

! cOMPatition and fun type ffle~ts which are also att~ned by
:;·P2Ct..3.t.Ot:=. i.:Ji t.h thE'i r·

~ . - .
f·?. !'i:; 1. t l es = 1;' .3.

pri~2 factor in this hobby!

Many hours and doll~rs are consu~ea In keepIng the fflodels in
top notcf1 shape to M€et the strict s~fty rules i~posed by the ~MA~

lhe fast changing tec~noqGly of the radio eqUipm2nt; the tight
tolerences imposed on the radio eqUipMent} and the wear on the
eqUi,PMent forces one} engaged in Radio ControI12d Aircraft as a
hobbYJ to p2riodicall~ replace outdated and worD 2quipment~ This
p O:='E·::· d. l.:i.r·l;e on t 1.j.:J ~)t rrlOne::i if' :_. ~!i::' 1=- ~.C: C(int.l ru.~· t.he hobb~ l'f! .3­

;;.=~f2 [Ii·?.nner-·.,

th;n this hobby; We are controlled b~ st.rict f~ules and regulations
that are adhered to at all sanctioned Reets: NO-ONE flss without

includes ins~tranC2~ People not licensed to fl~ are not allow2d In
th2 pit area or on the flight lin2~ This is f·or tneir' saft~ ci~ well
IS the pilots and their equipment. Radio controlled ~od21s ar'2 all
Slzes: Some weigh in excess of 40 pounds and 5002 travel lD 2~(C2SS

pilot and; ~G~E :~90~~l0~!~1 ~ ~o8d ~~1i?~~~ r~j!~ 0~ ~~

i;;terf2t~aDce f'ree freque~cy! I h~V2 been in and lssociat.ed WI
communic,~tioDS since 1950: I h~ve been a licsenced Rmateur Ra 0
Operator since 1977: I know the value of having an interferen
t"ree frequency to use for cO~Munications: This new proposal w
only create nu~erous ~ccid2nts just waitiTI9 to nap?2na SOffle w
f ·3. -t. .3.1 ! ! ~



fr'et~u.E"·flcies t,c be !.:JE"d'?E"d b:=·T..J",iE"Er ou.r· ::.3.tte:~.!j~ c1::!::.~~· f(e'~u.en;:ie:=.·!

It will allow the use of" much mDr~ powerful transmitt.ers with ~

tolerance sPEcification which could p11ce thfir ~,i9nal directl~ on
the Radio Control Frequenciesz
would render ~ost ~od€l frequencies unuselble~ Th2 proposed new
freqU2TICIeS are also dfSignated d~ li~lobile frequ€TIcies~l: Therefore!
there would b€ no way of knowing if so~eOTI€ at the fl;ing fi~ld was
operlting th2ir ~obi12 trdnsMitt2r~ This would indeed calise an
aircraft to become completel~ un-controllable and crash: demolishin~

man~ hour's of work and SEv~ral hundred dollars worth of" 2ircraft!
This credtes a tremendous s~ft~ h~zard; Dot o~ly to the aircraft but
to all pilots and th~ir prop2rt~ and to several hunderecl spectator"s
alike~ Possibly C~~SiDS a ver~ fatai accIdent! The pilot ,~nd his
aircraft! of cours€; would bE bi~~2d for the accident!

I urge you to find time in your busy schE'dual to at least visit
and talk ~ith th€ piIQt"s~ if possible; at a sanctioned Radio Control
flying event iTI or near ~our

crafted ~ircraft (planes lnd

• . • I I

VIC 1 r: 1. t· Y ,~, 'fiG see tf1E beautiful! hand
pr€for~ J display of

acrobatic ~anuv€rs you never dream~d possible! Andy of course,
visualize you lnd ~our f~ffiiiy enjoying this spectactuler event and
suddenlYJ for no appar~nt reason; the a'ircraft goes cORPletel~ out
of cont.rol~ This 30 pound! 85 Mile per hour aircr~ft is headed
directl~ toward YOU dnd ~our fa~ily and there is nothing anYDne can
do but say a quick pra~er! Would ~ou blame the pilot and his
aircraft? Would YOU blame that unknown person W~~G turned on his
higher powered tr.~nsmitter with a H~or~ lenient!! tol~ranc~? Ur
~ould ~ou blame those who SJY I!Yes Ji to NPRM DockE't 92-2357



The Honorable Bud Cramer
1318 Longsworth Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

RE: PR Docket 92-235

Dear 11r. Cramer:

February 9, 1993

,
'If'-\

:.fEB 18 1993

I have been interested and involved in model radio controlled
model aviation for almost 20 years. The radio control modelers
club I belong to is called the Rocket City Radio Controllers
(RCRC). we have approximately 100 members and have been flying at
the "old airport" in Huntsville. This flying field is located less
than 3 miles from downtown Huntsville, surrounded on one side by
a public golf course, and on the other by public soccer fields used
by elementary and junior high school students.

I am extremely concerned about the prooosed rules under
consideration by the FCC. If adopted the rules will greatly reduce
the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Our currently assigned channels are in the 72 - 76 Mhz band.
We have co-existed with private land mobile dispatch for several
years with minimal interference. We currently have frequency
spacings far enough apart that interference is minimal. However,
it seems, that soon this may change~ This FCC wants to create more
land mobile frequencies by dividing the existing bandwidth into
smaller slices. These smaller slices will be placed all through
our currently used model freouency bands. I have been led to
believe that 50 currently available frequencies for model airplanes
will be lost, leaving only 19 usable frequencies.

When flying model aircraft, (I and all my fellow modelers) go
to great lengths to assure the safety of operators and bystanders
and the protection of property. I've got $1200 invested in one
competition oattern aircraft alone. It travels at about 120 miles
per hour in flight and weighs approximately 9 lbs. I fly in the
presence of hundreds of people at regional contests. Controlled,
a "pattern" aircraft is graceful and smooth in the air.
Uncontrolled. this aircraft could become a deadly missile
inf I icting serious harm to property and person. I have no desire
to risk anyone's heal th or well being. A land mobile transmitter
operating only 2.5 khz away from my frequency and with 5 to 10
times my power could "swamp" my aircraft receiver and cause a
catastrophe I Even worse, it's mobile, so you'll never know WHERE
the interference is coming from that caused the accident.

Please understand that some of the models we fly are huge.
50me have wingspan of 10 ft and weigh almost 40 lbs. My pattern
aircraft required 10 months of my time build ( with much love and
anticipation ). we need the FLLL COI'1PLEMENT of our currently
allocated frequencies In order to assure a safe ooerating
environment.



I do not think it is wise to improve the operation conditions
of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not view radio controlled aircraft modeling
as important as business users of mobile radios, but I have a
considerable investment in modeling ( more than $3500 and 30 years
of dreams ). There are thousands like myself who participate in
this sport, who love it, dream it, live it and wish to see its
continued survival.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my lifelong
pastime by f\OT allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the
72-76 Mhz frequency bandwidth.

SinCej;~C &-
Steven C. Call



February 10, 1993

The Honorable Bud Cramer
United States Senate
VVashingtonD.C.20510

Dear Mr Cramer,

I have been building and flying radio controlled (RC) airplanes since I
was in high-school, 16 years ago. Aircraft have always been an interest and a
hobby of mine.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commissionm (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce
the usable frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk
of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio controll frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band
is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radio control frequancies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result,
many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that
of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control model
airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

VVhen we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies alloted to us. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become conjested and the margin of safety will be
greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to
10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models are expensive to
build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage,
serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. VVe often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. VVe need the use of our full

. compliment of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions ofland mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers.



The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios, but
we have a considerable investment in our models and in our equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself
and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

David. \V. Elmore



The Honorable Bud Cramer
1318 Longworth Bldg.
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Cramer,

Feb. 11, 1993

I have been involved in remote controlled airplane building and
flying for the past three years, and derive many hours of enjoy­
ment from this hobby. I have invested more hours than I can es­
timate in building, and have spent over $2,000.00 in the hobby
industry for supplies, radio equipment, etc. I am involved with
my local club, the Rocket City Radio Controllers, who provide a
safe flying site, building and flying guidance, and other
benefits to its members. I also have been a member of the
Academy of Model Aeronautics since 1990.

I am very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the FCC. The Proceeding is PR Docket 92­
235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability
of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model
airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch opera­
tions. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that
are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.
At the present, all three radio systems I have operate on chan­
nels that will be eliminated.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystand­
ers and the protection of property. Many of our safety precau­
tions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio con­
trol frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will
become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly
decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even



death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control
of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the
use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to as­
sure a save flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as impor­
tant as business users of radios, but we have a considerable in­
vestment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,



February 5. 1993

Carl Grover
1603 Saginaw Lane, sw
Decatur~ AI. 35603

The Honorable Robert Cramer
U.S. House of Reps.
Washington. D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Cramer:

This letter is in regards to proposed rule making: PR
Docket 92-235.

As I am sure you are aware, this rule will greatly reduce and
jeopardize the frequencies that have currently been allocated
to radio controlled model aircraft operators. If the proposed
rule goes into affect, there will be land mobile frequencies
operating in between the assigned aircraft frequencies. The
effect will be interference to radio control operations.
Basically, If I am flying my "model airplane down at the local
flying field and someone in the area has a mobile phone,
their transmitter will interfere with mine and cause my plane
to go out of control. This is a potentially life threatening
situation. My airplanes weigh as much as 13 pounds and have
wingspans of up to 7~ long. Top speed is approximately 80
miles per hour. I have seen aircraft of this size crash
before for a number of reasons and they have the potential to
do extensive damage. Secondly, it takes about 6 months of my
limited spare time to build an airplane and about $800.00.
All this could be lost in a matter of seconds if it goes out
of control.

I think that the FCC is making a bad decision by allocating
frequencies to land mobile radio users at our expense. Please
help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band.

Thank you for your time and
matter.

this important



Edward M. Holiday
2001 Willis Road SE
HuntsviUe, Ala. 35801

The Honorable Bud Cramer
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Representative Cramer:

I am writing with regard to The Federal Communications Commission (FCC)
Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM-PR Docket 92-235. I am retired
and derive many hours of enjoyment from constructing and operating
radio controled (RC) model aircraft. This NPRM addresses the freq-
uency spectrum in which we (RC modelers) operate our radio equipment.

In 1991 we were allocated, by the FCC, more channels for operation in
the same overa. frequency band of operation. This increased the number of
usable channels to a total of 50, which had been needed for some time
because of the increased interest and activity in the RC aircraft model band
of 72 MHz. This action required a reduction in channel spacing from 40 KHz
to 20 KHz and redesign of new transmitter/receiver equipment. Mhough older
equipment (40 KHz spacing) may be used (except in Academy ofAeronautics
sanctioned events of competition), most modelers have gone to the expense of
upgrading their equipment (many times invollling 5 or 6 units) making the trans­
mitter and receiver narrOlMlband for compatible operation with adjacent trans­
mitters, being only 20 KHz away in frequency. Operations with a mixture of
old (IIJideband40KHz) equipment and new (1991 fon.>Jard) narrOll'ilband (20KHz)
equipment has resulted in many interference situations- with resultant loss of
control of model aircraft in the air. Interference between narrowband equipment
alone has occurred frequently when the right combination of three channels
INere being used. I personalty experienced an aircraft crash (not mine) ....Jhich
ended up out of control 20 feet in front of me because of this problem, caUed
·31M", when the right three channels .....lere in use. Verification of this was demon­
strated after the crash using the radio equipment invohled.

The proposed rules change wiN affect RC operation on 31 of the present 50
channels. More closely spaced channel operation is proposed-not by adding
more RC channels but by injecting channels between present RC channels for
use by Private Land Mobile Radio Service (PLMRS). This wiD result v~th a
channel spacing of 5 KHz for the PlMRS and win provide~ a 2.5 KHz
spacing between an RC channel and the Mobile Service. A very significant
reduction in adjacent channel isolation ( presently 10 KHz for RC channels)!
This v~i11 once again require modification of the RC equipment to permit operation
of existing transmitters/receivers on one of the 19 uneffected channels or the pur­
chase of nelt~ equipment. Operation on one of the 31 affected channels wiD
invot.le the risk of interference between the PLMRS and the RC channel. In
my case 5 transmitter/receiver combinations are in the 31 channels affected.

More importantly, I am concerned about the safety aspects and potentially
increased liabiHty. The proposed changes will permit operation of mobile units
with about four times the po....rer of RC units to operate~ close in frequency


